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Applicant(s) 



Interview Summary 



10/575.474 



KOJIMA ET AL. 



Examiner 



Art Unit 



Wu-Cheng Winston Shen 



1632 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



f 1) Wu-Chena Winston Shen , 



(3) Valarie Bertoalio . 



(2) Ryan Chirnomas . 



(4). 



Date of Interview: 1 1 January 2008 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)n Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)0 applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)S Yes e)n No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Clainn(s) discussed: 9-12 , 

Identification of prior art discussed: Kunnta et al. and Doll et ai 

Agreennent with respect to the claims f)Q was reached. g)S was hot reached, h)^ N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 



The Attorney and the Examiners discussed the 102 rejections anticipated by Kumta et al. and by Doll et al. With 
respect to Kumta et al., the Examiners agree with the attorney regarding the teachings by Kumta et al. are focused on 
the chemical conjugation of hydroxyapatite with a plasmid that comprises nucleic acid encoding the transcription factor 
Cbfa1. Accordingly, the Examiners agree that Kumta et al. do not anticipate the claimed Implant made by the process 
involving adsorption of a viral vector comprises a gene encoding an osteo-inducing transcription factor onto a 
bioadaptable porous material. However, the Examiners note that Kumta et al. can make claimed invention obvious. 
With regard to Doll et al., the Examiners maintain the position that Doll et al. anticipate the claimed invention because 
Doll et al. disclose beta-TCP, a bio-compatible biodegradable polymeric matrix, in the context of a pharmacetical 
composition comprising a polynucleotide encoding Cbfa1, in a pharmaceutically accetable carrier, which includes 
water. Considering a pharmaceutical composition comprises beta-TCP and a polynucleotide encoding Cbfa1 dissolved 
in water, the claimed adsorption process will inherently occur. Therefore, Doll et al. anticipate the cliamed invention. 
Applicant will respond to the rejection accordingly. 

A/alarie Bertoglio, Ph.D./ 
Primary Examiner 
AU1632 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



appSon whether or not an agreement wtth the examiner was reached at the interview. 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 



37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted m wtthj- . ... a-o^evs or agents at the Patent and 

ta«,plste nough Ihe laMe lo record the '•'f''^';,^;^'^;^ „ maketh. .uKtenia « an ttovteK of recort «. «» am*?*" «•■ ""1^ 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in *f„^^"^.„'/^"5?°"|^^^^ of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
requiremerts for whicin interview recordation .s^h^^^^^^^^ 

out typographical errors or unreadable «;"P» r?^"^„^f interview Summary Record is required 

sidistance of an interview is comple*ely recorded in an Examines Amenarrom no s^^^^ ^^1^ t^e 

-nw Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in me "9™ ^ . ^ „ agent) at the 
"Contents-^onofthefile wmpper. in a p^^^^^^^ 

coiKlusion of the interview. In the case of a *f P'""f,°^*!J^°*^^^ eV^miner is not likely before an atowance or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Tvoe of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- yame ^irticipan^^^^^^^ attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed H^o^rfnHnn nf thP aeneral nature of the agreement (may be by 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any Interview shouW include at least the following applicable items: 
V)aS description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted. 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or f ° thr " t of the principal arguments made to the 

Sbe t^e arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

^Tii^a^JS^'jIiSS^^^^^^^^ 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefuPy review the appiicanfs record of the substance of an intenriew. If the record is not complete and 
accurate. S exa^neTwHlTve the applicant'an extendable one month time period to correct the reconl. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

SrSi'gth^'iuKn^^^^^^^^^^^ along v^th the date and the examiner's initials. 
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